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SUWA 1-12-07 letter to DOGM re: proposed Lila Canyon Mine/lPA Wells

Dear Director Baza -

Find attached a letter from the Southern Utah Wilderness Alliance regarding
the proposed Lila Canyon Mine - and specifically regarding the inadequacy
of the IPA wells for obtaining the required baseline hydrologic data. A
copy of this letter is also being sent to you today via first class mail.

Stephen Bloch
Staff Attorney
Southern Utah Wilderness Alliance
425 East 100 South
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111
801 486 3161 x.3981
Fax: 801 486 4233

IMPORTANT: The information in this e-mail is attorney communication
and privileged. lt is intended only for the use of the addressee.
lf you receive this communication and are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that the copying or
distribution of this communication is prohibited. lf you have
received this communication in error, please notify us
by telephone and return the message to us at the above address.
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VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL AND FIRST CLASS U.S, MAIL

January 12,2007

John Baza - Director 0ohnbaza@rtah.q ov)
PanBla G ru bau g h -Littig - Pernit Su perviso r (o ang ru bau g h l itt iq (A.r tah .g ov )
D iv is ion  o f  0 i l ,  Gas  and Min ing
P.O.  Box  145801
Salt  Lake City,  Utah 84114-5801

Re.' HorseCanyon Mine, Lila Canyon Extension Cn07M3 Permit Application

Dear Director Bua:

0n several occasions over the past six years SUWA has pointed out to fie Division that
fiere are fatal problent with UEI's reliance on fre IPA uells forobtaining the required baseline
hydrologic data. In its latest submitbl of the MRP, UEI provides information fiatthe IPA wells
wi l l  neverprovide f ie required basel ine data.  Thus, the Div is ion mustnot approve UEI 's permit
application unti l f ie cornpany installs newsuitable and appropriate water mnitoring vuells in
ord'erto obtain the required baseline data. We raise tre following specific points foryourreview
and consideration:

. The IPA wells are unsuitable for providinq baseline water qualitv data. To date, UEI
has notcollected a single sanple of ground waterfrom any of he lPA uells in order
to satisfy thewater quality baseline data requirement. Thus, UEI has no data fromhe
deep, saturated, regional aquiferin the permit area. In its latest version of f ie MRP,
UEI states that'[d]ueto l imited purp capabil it ies in a2-inch dianBter rnell such
sanpling is notfeasible. Therefore, be depfi and dianBter of the piezoneter holes
makes it impossible to use them for baseline quality sampling." (Ernphasis added).
In fact, in AppendixT-11UEl states fiat itnever intended to collect water quality
data fromfiese holes. The IPA urells were dril led as coal exploration holes and
conpleted wi$ 2-inch dianreter steel casing,wtrich in addition to l imiting tre sizeof
monitoring equipnent that can be used, introduces iron contamination and
conpromises water quality data. Because UEI admits that fiese holes vrere not
intended to, and can notprovide baseline water quality data in fie permit area, the
IPA uells should beabandoned and new suitable and appropriate water rmnitoring
urclls should be installed wifi in $e permit area.

. The IPA wells are unsuitable for qround water monitorinq. As stated in fie MRP, the
IPA urells wil l be rendered unusable for monitoring by mining or subsidence. See
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C hapter 7, p. 58. The on ly " mn itoring" ft at U E l proposes for the deep, saturated,
regional aquifer is to docurnent water inflow into the mine. As SUWA has previously
pointed out, tris nnnitoring plan is fatally flaned because in order to assess inpacts
from mining, it is necessary to have baseline data. Docunenting water inflow into
fie mine in no way satisfies the requiremnt of monitoring, because $ere are no
baseline data. Because the IPA urells wil l bedestroyed bymining activit ies, there
will be no nnans to assessthe inpacts to ground water quality dueto mining. Thus,
$e IPA uells should be abandoned and new suitable and appropriate water
nnnitoring vrrclls should be installed in fie permit area that can be continuously
nmnitored before, during and after mining.

. The IPA wells are not representative of the permit area. As SUWA has previously
noted, the area covered by the IPA uells is less than 200 acres, orapproximtely 4
percent of the 4,664-acre permitarea. This l imited area does notadequately represent
fie ground water conditions in fie deep, safurated, regional aquifer in $e permit area.
UEI should install newwater rnonitoring uells f iat wil l provide water quantity and
quality data representative of fie entire permit area.

. UEI has an incomplete understandinq of the permit area hvdroloqv and needs
additional data points. The latest vercion of fie MRP revieured by SUWA
(submitted to the Division on Decenber 1,2006)sti l l  contains incomplete,
conflicting, and/or inconect interpretations of tre permit area ground water resources.
For example, UEI fails to identify the recharge and discharge areas of thedeep,
safurated, regional aquifer. UEI also fails to correctly portraythe piezornetric surface
in cross section. UEI fails to explain the significance of the artesian conditions
causing the water level to rise as much as 800 feet above the completed section of the
IPA wells. UEI fails to address fie 24-foot rise in fie water level in IPA-1 betueen
1994 and 2005. UEI fails to consistently and completely address fie effect of faults,
l i ttology, and rEional structure on $e occunence, movennnt, or discharge of ground
water, and have failed to identify renewable resource lands. Clearly, additional data
are required in orderto address thesedeficiencies and inadequacies and meet fie
requirennnts of the coal rules. New vrater monitoring rrt,ells, at appropriate locations,
unuld provide the potential to obtain the baseline data upon wtrich nnaningful
interpretations could be made.

SUWA provides this information to the Division as the Division revieurs recent
submission from UtahAnprican Energy and also in support of SUWA's position that f ie
D ivision must deny the permit application.

Sincerely,

/s/ Stephen Bloch

Stephen Bloch
Staff Aftomey


